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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-21 are pending 



2. 



Claims 1 and 11 are amended. 



3. 



Claims 20 and 21 are added. 



4. 



Claims 1-21 are rejected. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1,2, 5-12, and 15-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Becker et al. (US 6981223 B2) and Southgate (US 5487143). 

In regard to claims 1 and 2, Becker discloses a method for displaying multiple 
content pages in an instant messenger application, the method comprising: 

displaying a friends list page in an instant messenger window, wherein the 
friends list page displays a set of users that send and receive a plurality of instant 
messages within an instant messaging community (Fig 12 element 1202 and Column 
19 lines 33-35); 
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displaying a content of a first interactive content tab in the instant messenger 
window at the same time that at least a portion of the friends list page is also displayed 
in the instant messenger window (Fig 12 element 1210 and Column 19 lines 35-36); 

and preventing a user in the set of users from hiding all of the friends list page 
from view in the instant messenger window (Fig 12 and Column 19 lines 33-34) 

While Becker teaches a multiple window user interface where one window 
contains interactive content tabs and another window contains an always visible friends 
list page, they fail to show the content has a minimum height and maximum height and 
the size of the content can be changed within the minimum and maximum height and 
the maintaining a pre-programmed minimum height for the friends list page as recited in 
the claims. However, Southgate teaches methods of sizing multiple panes in a user 
interface. Southgate further teaches maintaining minimum and maximum heights for 
windows associated with a user interface (Column 7 lines 31-65). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Becker and Southgate 
before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the multiple window user 
interface taught by Becker to include the pre-programmed minimum height for windows 
of Southgate, in order to obtain a multiple window user interface that maintains 
minimum and maximum heights for resizing windows. It would have been 
advantageous for one to utilize such a combination so that the window will not shrink 
beyond being able to display recognizable data to the user, as taught by Southgate 
(Column 7 lines 52-55). Also so that space is not wasted enlarging a window past its 
maximum height, as taught by Southgate (Column 7 lines 64-65). 
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In regard to claim 5, Becker discloses wherein displaying the content of the first 
interactive content tab further comprises displaying the content of the first interactive 
content tab when the user in the set of users selects a first tab in a tab selector region of 
the instant messenger window (Column 13 lines 55-57). 

In regard to claim 6, Becker discloses displaying the content of a second 
interactive content tab in the instant messenger window when the user in the set of 
users selects a second tab in the tab selector region, the second interactive content tab 
being displayed at the same time that at least a portion of the friends list is also 
displayed in the instant messenger window (Column 13 lines 54-58). 

In regard to claim 7, Becker discloses hiding the content of the first interactive 
content tab when the content of the second interactive content tab is displayed in the 
instant messenger window (Column 13 line 66 -Column 14 line 2). 

In regard to claim 8, Becker discloses wherein the content of the first interactive 
content tab overlaps the content of the second interactive content tab in the instant 
messenger window (Fig 12 elements 1210 and 1212). 
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In regard to claim 9, Becker discloses minimizing the first interactive content tab 
in response to a user request so that the content is not visible in the instant messenger 
window (Column 13 line 66 - Column 14 line 2). 

In regard to claim 10, Becker discloses sending a message from a first instant 
messenger user to a second instant messenger user in the friends list in response to 
the first instant messenger user selecting the content in the first interactive content tab, 
wherein the message relates to the selected content (Column 13 lines 29-41). 

In regard to claims 11, 12, and 15-19, computer program product claims 11,12, 
and 15-19 correspond generally to method claims 1-2 and 6-10, respectively, and recite 
similar features in computer program form, and therefore are rejected under the same 
rationale. 

In regard to claims 20 and 21 , while Becker teaches a multiple window user 
interface, they fail to show the one window changes inversely with another window as 
recited in the claims. However, Southgate teaches methods of sizing multiple panes in 
a user interface. Southgate further teaches the size of one window changes inversely 
with another window, where when one window becomes larger the other window 
becomes smaller (Column 13 lines 62-65 and Column 15 lines 1-5) It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Becker and Southgate 
before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the multiple window user 
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interface taught by Becker to include the inverse sizing of Southgate, in order to obtain 
a multiple window user interface where when one windows size is changed another 
windows size is inversely changed. It would have been advantageous for one to utilize 
such a combination as providing a user with flexibility in managing windows on the 
screen would have been obtained, as suggested by Southgate (Column 13 lines 65-67). 

6. Claims 3, 4, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Becker et al. (US 6981223 B2), Southgate (US 5487143), and 
Werndorfer et al. (US 7275215 B2) hereinafter referred to as Werndorfer2. 

In regard to claims 3, 4, 13, and 14, while Becker teaches interactive content 
tabs, they fail to show the retrieving content of the first interactive content tab from a 
web page and automatically refreshing the content by accessing a data from the web 
page as recited in the claims. Werndorfer2 teaches a instant messaging interface 
similar to that of Becker. In addition, Werndorfer2 further teaches retrieving content of 
an interactive tab from a web page and automatically refreshing the content (Column 6 
line 62 - Column 7 line 20). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, having the teachings of Becker and Werndorfer2 before him at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the interactive content tabs taught by Becker to include 
the web information of Werndorfer. It would have been advantageous for one to utilize 
such a combination so as to provide the primary IM client with additional features, as 
suggested by Werndorfer2 (Column 6 lines 56-58). 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to all pending have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In response to applicant's arguments concerning the Werndorfer reference, 
Trillian Instant Messaging Program Version 0.73. Applicant argues that the examiner is 
relying on "personal knowledge" and must provide an affidavit to support of the 
functionality of the reference and the priority date. The examiner still disagrees. As 
provided in the screenshots, see figure 3, Trillian version 0.73 has a copyright date of 
2000-2002 by Cerulean Studios. The official date of this version can also be seen in the 
screen shot, June 7, 2002. This alone provides the necessary information to prove that 
Trillian version 0.73 qualifies as prior art under 35 USC 102. 

Further, examiner is not relying on "personal knowledge" because the software is 
what it is. The screenshots are only evidence of what the software does in terms of 
functionality. It is the software that produces functionality. The screenshots 
demonstrate the functionality, not the examiners personal knowledge of the program. 
And it is the program that produces the functionality, not the screenshots or the 
examiners personal knowledge. Although this reference is no longer used in the 
present rejection of the pending claims, it still is qualified as prior art and does not 
require an affidavit from the examiner to support its functionality. 



Application/Control Number: 10/828,513 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2173 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to NICHOLAS S. ULRICH whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1397. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 9:00 - 5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dennis Chow can be reached on (571 )272-7767. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Nicholas Ulrich 

3/5/2008 

2173 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2173 



